THE ORIGINAL HOME OF THE IKSVAKUS 

By P. L. Bhargava 

It is a well-known fact that the PurSnas have traced all the earliest Indo-Aryan dynasties 
from Manu Vaivasvata. One of the sons of Manu Vaivasvaia was Ik$v5ku who is said to have 
founded a dynasty which ruled at AyodhyS, while a son of his named Nimi is said to have 
founded the kingdom of Videha. The location by the Purinas of the earliest Aryan dynasties 
as far east as Kosala and Videha, however, goes totally against the evidence of the Rgveda 
and the later Vedic literature, according to which the Aryans were originally settled in the 
country called Saptasindhu and only later moved towards the east, the south, and the west. 
It was this serious conflict between the evidence of the PurSnas and the Vedic literature 
which led Rapson to declare that it seems impossible to bring the PurSnic genealogies into 
any satisfactory relation with the Vedic literature. 1 

A collated study of the Vedic literature and the Puri&rias shows that there is no real con¬ 
flict between the Vedic and Purinic traditions. The present Purfinas contain two clear layers 
of matter, viz. the original one consisting of the record of the sutas, and the later one con¬ 
sisting of the additions and interpolations introduced by later editors with the object of 
explaining and amplifying the old records. The original matter of the Purfinas agrees 
remarkably with Vedic evidence and it is only the explanatory matter added by later editors 
which has given the impression that the Purtoas go against Vedic evidence. So far as the 
Ik$vflku dynasty is concerned it certainly had been ruling in the country of Kosala for such 
a long time when the older PurSgas were first edited that the PurSnic editors could not for a 
moment imagine that the earliest ancestors of this dynasty ruled in some other territory. 

That the location of the early kings of the Ik$v3ku dynasty in Ayodhyi is a mistake is 
fully proved by the older records preserved in the Puranas and the MahabhSrata which 
entirely agree with Vedic evidence, as will be shown presently. Thus the wars and conquests 
of these kings clearly indicate the region where they ruled. The greatest conqueror and sacri- 
ficer among the early Aik?viku kings was MSndhStf. He is said to have made wide conquests. 
Yet he is never associated with any river or region to the east of the Yamuna, while in the 
north-west his conquests are said to have extended as far as G&ndhSra (Mbh. Ill, 126, 43). 
Indeed, the fact that he sacrificed on the bank of the Yamuna (Mbh. Ill, 125, 25-6) shows 
that it was the limit of his conquests. It could not have been the western limit, for in the 
west his conquests extended far beyond the Yamun§. It must, therefore, have been the 
eastern limit. This proves that the Aik$vSkus ruled somewhere in the country west of the 
Yamuna. 

The account of another great conqueror Bhagiratha clearly indicates the period in the 
history of this dynasty when its kings settled in the Gangetic region. Though in the later 
PurSnas the connexion of Bhagiratha with the Ganga has become a subject of myth, the 
ancient VSyu and Brahman^a PurSnas made a very simple but clear statement about it in a 
remarkable verse occurring in both of them. The verse runs as folk ws: 

Yena Ganga saricchreffha vimanair upasobhita. 

Ijdnena samudrad vai duhiirtvena kalpita. 

(Va 88, 168. Bd. 111,63, 167.) 
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Here the words ijdnena samudrat do not yield any sense. The BrahmSgda Purina has the 
reading suresat in place of VSyu's samudrat , but this reading does not make any sense either. 
It is clear that these words are corrupt and the true reading was different. This seems to 
have been dydtenafsudurdt . If this slight emendation is done the whole verse would mean that 
Bhagiratha, who came from a long distance, adorned the banks of the GafigiL with a large 
number of chariots and made her his daughter, i.e. gave her his name. This is one of the most 
remarkable statements found in the PurSgas and makes it absolutely certain that the early 
Aikjvakus ruled in a region so distant from the Gafiga that none of them before Bhagiratha 
had set his foot on its banks. Moreover, in saying that Bhagiratha adorned the Gafiga with 
multitudes of chariots, the statement makes it abundantly clear that Bhagiratha had come 
with a large number of followers with the intention of conquering and establishing a new 
kingdom. The ancient iofaardjikd of the MahfibhSrata (VII, 60) supports these older 
Puri?** when it says that Bhagiratha covered the Gang2 with heaps of gold given as sacri¬ 
ficial gifts to Br&hmanas and the river chose him as her father, i.e. took his name. It need 
hardly be added that the epic statement also implies that Bhagiratha came to the river 
Gafigfi with a large number of followers. Bhagiratha therefore must have been the founder 
of the Kosala kingdom and of Ayodhyi, whose name “unassailable** was thus appropriately 
given to commemorate his victorious career. This conclusion is fully supported by the Vedic 
literature, for Bhagiratha is the first Aik$vaku king who is mentioned as a neighbour of the 
KurupaScfilas in the Jaiminlya Upanijad Brdhmaria (IV, 6, 1-2). 

Thus two things are absolutely clear from the older records preserved in the Purlnas 
and the MahabMrata, viz. that the earlier Ik$vfiku kings ruled in a region that was some¬ 
where to the west of the Yamuna and that Bhagiratha was the first Ik$vfiku king to settle in 
the Gangetic region. Where exactly the Ik$vfikus originally lived, however, still remains to 
be decided. For this we have to turn to the Vedic literature. 

Some of the earliest Ikjv&ku kings are mentioned in the Bgveda, which knows the 
Ik$vaku dynasty. They are Mandhatf, Purukutsa, Trasadasyu, and Tryaruga. Another early 
king Vasumanas is mentioned in the Anukramanis as the joint author of a hymn of the 
Rgveda (X, 179) with Sivi and Pratardana. According to Macdonell, Keith, Rapson, and 
some other Western scholars, Purukutsa and Trasadasyu mentioned in the Rgveda belonged 
to the PQru family. Consequently Pargiter attempted to prove that the Rgvedic kings 
Purukutsa and Trasadasyu were different from the Aik$v5ku Purukutsa and Trasadasyu of 
the Pur&gas. As a matter of fact, neither the Rgvedic Purukutsa and Trasadasyu were 
Purus, nor are the PurSgic Purukutsa and Trasadasyu different from the Rgvedic kings of 
these names. The matter needs detailed examination. 

Purukutsa and Trasadasyu were great kings both according to the Vedic and the 
Puragic and epic evidence. The name of Trasadasyu shows that the dasyu menace was at its 
zenith during his reign, but he proved equal to it and was a terror to the dasyus. Under these 
circumstances kings of other Aryan dynasties must have looked for help to, and got it from 
him. It was therefore natural for a m connected with a particular royal family to refer to 
the help of this king to that family. This is what we find in one passage of the Rgveda 
(IV, 38, 1) where its author Vamadeva, who was a protege of Somaka, a member of the 
Paurava family, praises Trasadasyu for having given aid to the Pflrus. It is, however, possible 
that the word Puru here docs not refer to the Puru family at all but means simply “many", 
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the lengthening of the u in Pflru being metrical. In another passage (VI, 20,10-13) a rfi of the 
BharadvSja family, which was closely connected with the Paurava family, speaks of the 
praise of Indra by the POrus and in justification of this praise mentions the instances of 
persons favoured by Indra, among whom the first is Purukutsa, followed by USanas, 
Turvaia and Yadu, and Dabhlti. This in no way connects Purukutsa with the POrus. On 
the other hand these kings are never called Pauravas. To regard Puru in apposition to 
Trasadasyu in a passage (VII, 19, 3), which in fact mentions four kings, Vitahavya, Sudfis, 
Trasadasyu, and POru, is absolutely unjustified. Moreover, the POrus according to the 
Rgveda (VII, 96, 2) lived on the Sarasvati, whereas Trasadasyu, according to the testimony 
of the Rgveda itself, ruled in the region to the north-west of the river Indus, as we shall 
presently see. It is thus clear that there is not an iota of truth in the belief that the Rgveda 
regards Purukutsa and Trasadasyu as POrus. Nor does any other branch of Indian literature 
regard them as POrus. The Satapatha Brdhmana knows king Purukutsa but it calls him 
Aik$vfiku (XIII, 5,4, 5). Paurava Purukutsa and Trasadasyu are absolutely unknown to the 
whole of Indian literature. 

Nor can it be said that even if the Rgvedic Purukutsa and Trasadasyu were not POrus, 
they were different from the Purtnic Purukutsa and Trasadasyu. A descendant of the 
Rgvedic Trasadasyu calls himself "Tryaruna Traiv^na’* (Rgveda V, 27, 1), and the 
Pancaviyia Brdhmana calls him “Tryaruna Traidhitva" (XIII, 3, 12). A near descendant of 
the Puraijic Trasadasyu is also named Trayy&runa and his father is called Tridhanva. It is 
clear that “Trayyiniija Traidhanva” is simply a variant of “Tryarupa TraidhStva”. Thus it is 
established beyond a shadow of a doubt that the PurSnic Purukutsa and Trasadasyu are 
identical with the kings of the same names in Vedic literature. 

The question is whether the Rgveda throws any light on the territory over which these 
kings ruled. Fortunately a hymn attributed to Sobhari Kanva (VIII, 19, 36-7) praises the 
gifts which king Trasadasyu conferred on the /ji, on the bank of the river Suvastu, the 
modem Swat. 1 It is thus clear that the Ikjvikus originally lived in the region to the west of 
the Indus. There is another interesting piece of evidence in support of this. It is very well 
known that the chief rivers of the later Ik$viku kingdom of Kosala were the Gomati and 
SarayQ. The Rgveda also mentions rivers bearing the names Gomati and SarayQ, but it is 
certain that they were different from the rivers of Kosala. Gomati has been identified with a 
western tributary of the Indus, named Gomal. An affluent of the river Gonial is known by 
the name of Siritoi. It is quite likely that this river is identical with the Rgvedic Sarayu. 
As new places are given the old names of those very places with which the new-comers had 
been associated it is highly probable that the rivers Gomal and Siritoi flowed in the original 
home of the Ik$vakus and the two rivers of Kosala were named after them. The original 
home of the Ik$vSkus then lay to the west of the Indus and stretched from the river Swat in 
the north to the rivers Gomal and Siritoi in the south. 

1 The statement of Rapson that “Purukutsa and his son Trasadasyu in the Rigvcda are POrus living on the 

Sarasvati" (Cambridge History of India, I, cfa. xiii), is really surprising when we remember that the 

Rgveda connects Trasadasyu with the river Suvastu, which is far off from the Sarasvati. 



